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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the upper portion" and "the lower portion" in lines 8 and 9. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim 2 recites the limitation "the support foot" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "bottom edge" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the pivots" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim 8 recites the limitation "the storage rack" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/784, 1 62 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3709 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "the outer wrappage" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rhee (US 
6,390,295 B2) in view of Coughlin (US 1,467,756). 



Re claim 1 : Rhee discloses a golf bag comprises a bag body, wherein the bag body has an inner 
storage rack which comprises a top frame, a middle frame, a bottom frame (see fig 4), a plurality 
of support rod (148, 149) provided between the top frame and the middle frame and a joint block 
(172) for stably coupling the middle frame and the bottom frame; a tilting device, wherein the 
tilting device comprises a fixed leg and a pair of steel wires (110) extending therefrom (see fig 1, 
2 and 3). 
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However Rhee did not teach that the fixed leg having a moveable shank therein, a notch formed 
in the upper portion of the moveable shank and a support feet formed at the lower portion thereof 
to push the moveable shank to move up and down relative to the fixed leg; and a support bracket; 
wherein the middle flame having a S-shaped frame which can disengage with the notch through 
the push of the moveable shank. 

Rhee further discloses: 

Re claim 2: the bottom frame has a flat bottom surface, (col 7, lines 8 and 9) and there is a 
distance from the support foot to a bottom surface of the bottom frame (fig 1). 

Re claim 5: the top frame has a pivot, and the support bracket is provided with two feet which 
are linked with the top frame by a pivot (figures 1 ,2 and 3). 

Re claim 6: each of the two feet also has another pivot in middle thereof, and through the pivots 
the steel wires connect with the support bracket (fig 3). 

Re claim 7: the bottom frame also connects with the fixed leg by an additional pivot (fig 1, 2 and 
3). 



However Rhee did not teach: 

Re claim 3: the E-shaped frame comprises an upper edge and a lower edge, and the E-shaped 
flame clasps the notch through the upper edge thereof 
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Re claim 4: the upper edge is released from the notch by using the moveable shank to push the 
bottom edge. 

Re claim 7: and the E-shaped frame and the notch are positioned face to face. 

Coughlin teaches the above limitations in his invention (col 1, lines 50-56; col 2, lines 57-90; fig 
1). 

Therefore in view of view of Coughlin, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use a moveable shank and a S-shaped frame to engage 
and disengage the notch through the push of moveable shank for a quick and easy adjustable 
mechanism to operate the golf bag stand. 

Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rhee (US 
6,390,295 B2) in view of Coughlin (US 1,467,756) further in view of Taylor (4,053,169). The 
teachings of Rhee and Coughlin have been discussed above. 

Rhee and Coughlin did not teach in their inventions: 

Re claim 8: the bag body further includes an outer wrappage to enclose the storage rack. 



Re claim 9: a decorative cover is mounted on the outer wrappage. 
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Taylor teaches the use of a decorative cover to enclose the storage rack (col 3, lines 50-65). 

Therefore in view of view of Taylor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use a decorative cover to protect the golf clubs and 
making the golf bag more appealing to its customers. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Lee teaches of a golf bag stand that can support a golf bag carrying golf equipment in 
an inclined position while it is at rest. Hamamori teaches of a self-standing golf bag capable of 
supporting a large load with relatively simple structure. Park teaches an automatically foldable 
support stand for a golf bag. Reimers teaches a soft sided golf bag with a quick action integral 
stand provided to operate intermediate a stand mode and a storage mode. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kang Hu whose telephone number is (571)270-1344. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 - 5(M-F) (Off every other friday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jong-Suk( James) Lee can be reached on 571-272-7044. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/KH/ 
KangHu 
Dec 19, 2006 




